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inejectment without resorting to equity: M'ash v. Bloom, Ino N. W. Rep. 203, 268. The parties had appeared before the court on the same matter several times (see io5 N. W. Rep. 831; 114 N. W. Rep. 99), so that the defendant had had notice of the nature of the plaintiff's demands. A statute of the state provides (St. Wis. 1898, § 3o79) that it shall not be necessary for a plaintiff in ejectment "to prove an actual entry under title nor the actual receipt of any profits of the premises demanded, but it shall be sufficient for him to show a right to the possession of such premises at the time of the commencement of the action as heir, devisee, purchaser or otherwise." Therefore, the circumstances of the case seem to have been such as to warrant the court in disregarding the ancient rule which required a re-entry by the grantor upon breach of a condition before bringing an action to recover possession.
It was certainly true once that no estate of freehold could be made to cease, without entry, upon the breach of a condition: an estate of freehold could not begin nor end without ceremony (Co. Litt. 214b.); and recent decisions, other than those cited by the majority of the court in the principal case, may be found sustaining the proposition that there must be a re-entry by the plaintiff, or at least a demand of possession and 'refusal by the defendant if peaceable re-entry cannot be made. (See, for example, Randall v' Wentworth (19o5) On the other hand, either because of 'statutes not unlike that of Wisconsin, or because of the implied or express confession of lease, entry and ouster in the action of ejectment, it is held in other recent ddcisions that an actual entry for condition broken is no longer necessary, but that ejectment will lie, without demand of possession or notice. Under the Washington statute, for -instance (Ball. Co. § 55oo), providing that one having a valid interest in real property and a right to possession may maintain ejectment, it is held that neither entry nor demand of possession prior to the commencement of an action to recover property for breach of condition is essential. 
